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immediate past do not throw any essential new light on the subject, but confirm, more or less, in a slightly altered form, the conclusions which we had already reached. If we wished this work to be quite complete., we should have to touch upon the publications of Auerbach, Bechterew, Bell, Dreyer, Fischel, France, Gemelli, Haldane, Hartog, Herbst, 0. Hertwig, Japp, Lodge, Mackenzie, Morgan, Mos-kowski, Neumeister, Ostwald,1 Schmitz-Dumont, Strecker and a few others ; and we should also have to examine the antagonistic arguments of Butschli, Detto, Klebs, Julius Schultz and others. Even more important are the works of Gurwitsch on Determination, and his reflexions on heredity,2 while Bergsan's fundamental theories should be studied in his own well-known writings, and especially in Creative Evolution.
If anyone should wish to obtain further information, he might read the articles 3 in which I defined my own position in relation to supporters and opponents of my doctrines of autonomy; and he may also be referred to E. von Hartmann's essay on " Mechanism and Vitalism in Modern Biology," 4
1 Ostwald's "geistige Energie" appears to me far too problematical and not sufficiently analysed, to be brought forward in my text as a real advancement of Vitalism.    For further information, cf. the essays mentioned in a later note.    We shall, moreover, consider the relations of Vitalism and energy in the systematic section.
2 Biol. Centraljblatt, 32.
*B-iol. Centralblatt, 22, 1902; 23, 1903. Jensen's latest objections to Vitalism are very weak and by no means new.
4 Arch. /. syst. Philos., 9, 1903. The essay by W. Bieganski : " Neo-Vitalismus in der modernen Biologie " (Annal. NaturphiL, 4, 1904, p. 47) may also be recommended, though with reservations.